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PUBLIC NOTICE

Southeast Maricopa / Northern Pinal County
Area Transportation Study

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) in cooperation with the Central Arizona
Association of Governments (CAAG) and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is
reguesting proposals for an area transportation study for the Southeast Maricopa/ Northern Pinal
County region, which includes Apache Junction, Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, Queen Creek, and
unincorporated portions of Maricopaand Pinal Counties. The specific study areawill be finalized
at the beginning of the project.

The study will be completed in amaximum of nine monthsat acost not to exceed $300,000. A copy
of the RFP may be downloaded from * http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/Newpages/rfp.htm”.

All proposals must be delivered by 1:30 p.m., Monday, August 6, 2001 to the MAG Office at 302
North First Avenue, Suite 300, Phoenix, Arizona, 85003. Opening of the proposalsis scheduled for
2 p.m. in the second floor Ocotillo Room at the same address.

A pre-proposal conference will be held at 1:30 p.m. on Friday, July 13, 2001 in the Saguaro Room
at the MAG Offices. Interviews if needed will be conducted in the same location on Friday,
August 17, 2001.

For further information contact Chris Voigt or Roger Herzog a (602) 254-6300 or email
Cvoigt@mag.maricopa.gov.



SCOPE OF WORK

Southeast Maricopa / Northern Pinal County

Area Transportation Study

OVERVIEW

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) is currently in the initial phase of a major
initiative to develop a new Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that will establish priorities and
funding for major transportation improvements across the region. Sub-regional or area
transportation studies are being initiated to provide background information and identify
transportation investments for further analysis and consideration in the RTP process.

An area transportation study is needed for the Southeast Maricopa / Northern Pinal County area,
which includes Apache Junction, Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, Queen Creek, and unincorporated
portions of Maricopa and Pinal Counties. This aea is experienang high growth resulting in
increasing needs for new transportation infrastructure. In addition, Pina County has recently
completed a county-wide transportation plan and coordination with transportation planning in the
MAG region is needed. The study areawill be defined in detail in theinitial stage of the project.
The modeling areamay include much if not all of Pinal County, to provide greater accuracy for the
smaller study area.

Primary funding for the study is being provided by MAG with contributions by the Central Arizona
Association of Governments (CAAG) and the ArizonaDepartment of Transportation (ADOT). The
study is being conducted in cooperation with CAAG and ADOT as well as the cities and counties
within the study area.

The study will identify potential multi-modal transportation projects that reflect the spedfic
conditions and concernsin the area. The identified needs and supporting background information
from the study will help guide future transportation planning for the area. Within the Maricopa
region, major projects tha may be idertified in the area study will later be assessed against
competing regional projects as part of the RTP process that is currently underway.

Agency, public and stakeholder consultation will beacritica ongoing element of theareastudy. A
comprehensive consultation plan therefore is needed. Consultation with local agency
representatives, the public, and other major stakeholders will be needed to identify key issues
relating to growth and transportation. Use of the internet for distributing project information and
receiving feedback will be an essential feature of the consultation process. In keeping with federal
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requirements, the consultation will proactively involve Title VI and Environmental Justice
populations.

Thestudy will review and update asneeded soci oeconomic and traffic growth projectionsfor at leas
two alternative growth scenarios (e.g. trend versus higher growth), identify transportation issuesto
be addressed in the gudy, identify criteriaconsistent to the extent possible with the RTP process to
beused inthe evaluation of transportationinvestment alternatives, identify and eval uate alternatives
for major transportation investments to address the identified issues, and to identify potential
roadway, transit and other transportation mode improvements.

Inaddition to addressing areatransportation issues, the studieswill identify where therecommended
improvementsare consistent with current plans,and where changesto it would be necessary in order
to implement study findings.

ISSUES

The issues to be addressed in the study will be the subject of consultation in early stages of the
project, and will only be finalized after that consultation iscompleted. Specificissuesidentified by
thelocal jurisdictions (Apache Junction, Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, Maricopa County, Pinal County,
and Queen Creek) in requesting this study include (not ranked):

. rapid population growth.

. need for planning to consider growth across County boundaries, covering Apache Junction,
Chandler, Gilbert, Mesa, Maricopa County, Pinal County and Queen Creek.

. need for new transportation infrastructure, which, considering growth in neighboring

jurisdictions, couldincluderecommendationsf or additiona capacity onthe Santan Freeway,
Superstition Freeway and arterial streets.

. need for an areastudy to be completed forinput into any upcoming el ection on transportation
funding.
. coordinated planning with the Central Arizona Association of Governments (CAAG).

Additi onally, preliminary long term growth projectionsindicate a continued expansion of the urban
areainto Northern Pinal County. The study will make preliminary recommendationsfor takinginto
account growth in Pinal County.

Other specific issues identified or comments made by local agency representatives in later
discussionsinclude (not ranked or ordered):

Study Area:

The study area will be defined in detail in the initial stage of the study, after the consultant has
gathered background information. In ascoping meeting withlocal agency representatives, the area
boundariestentatively identified included Superior, SR 79/US 89 on the east, Eloy/below 1-8on the
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south, Maricopa County Boundary on the west, and the South Mountain freeway corridor
/101L/Superstition Freeway Corridor on the north. The study area tentatively suggested includes
nearly dl of the GilaRiver | ndian Community.

Pinal County later suggested that the study areawithin Pinal County be focused on the section north
and west of Florence and Coolidge.

Process/Participation:

A field tour for elected officialswould be helpful to provide them an opportunity to provide
input to the scope of work prior to theinitiation of the study. The tour will be organized by
Mesaand the Central ArizonaAssociation of Governments. Inviteesshouldinclude mayors,
State Transportation Board members, including the west side representatives, and
SUpervisors.

Representati ves of Fl orence, Coolidge, and El oy shoul d parti cipate in the study.
Involvement of the Gila River Indian Community will be needed.

The Agency Forum concept and overdl process was supported.

Technical Issues:

Alternatives / relievers south of US 60 / Santan (east-west) are desired. A reliever or
alternative route is also desired for US 60 in the Gold Canyon area.

Added capacity to US 60 east to Superior isdesired within 10 years. Adjacent surface street
improvements are also desired.

Alternatives/ relieversfor 1-10 (north-south) are also needed. Extension of Maricopa Road
(SR 347) south to connect to I-8 was noted as one option that could bring re atively large
benefit at low cod.

Added capacity for I-10 is desired, as addressed in the ADOT study just completed.
Improvementsto feeder routes for 1-10 and US 60 are also important.

Extension of Price Road south to connect to 1-10 is one option that could be considered.
Other growth corridors include Hunt Highway, SR 287 and SR 347.

Substantial improvements aredesired for Pinal County surface streets, many of which are
unpaved currently.

Rural transit needsareimportant to review. Dial-a-Ride/ demand responsivetransitisakey
area.

Expansion of the MA G transportation model to cover most or all of Pinal County is needed
to model thelarge study area. Pinal County does not currently have modeling capability but
can provide Gl S-based socioeconomic data. Casa Grandeisjust completing astudy that will
provide some traffic data. Growth north from Tucson contributes to pressures in Pinal
County south of Eloy.

Williams Gateway Airport access to the Santan via Hawes interchange is an issue.

A new passenger terminal serving 4 to 7 million passengers/ year is planned.

Use of the land being made available by the closure of the GM Proving Grounds (near the
Airport) isanissue. Mesaisalready working with GM to develop plansfor primary arterials
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for the area, which is dated for residential (12-15 thousand homes) and commercial
development.

. Improvementsto the Hawes Road interchange were suggested to link to a parkway along
WilliamsField Road to serve the proving grounds areaand beyond, perhapsto Pinal County
and possibly Gold Canyon. ADOT noted that 30% design plans for all system traffic
interchanges are scheduled for completed by the end of the year.

. Mesa suggested that its design be such that it allows to the extent possible future
improvements.

. Rapid devel opment south and east of the Queen Creek isanissue. Johnson Ranch isalready
being built. A high capacity north-south route is desired in this area (Ironwood).

. Commercial development and possibly some light industrial isincluded. Mostly or many

are “empty-nesters’, with relatively fewer retirees or younger families. Extensive new
development i s being planned outside of Queen Creek in Pina County.

. With the current lack of north-south connections, travel may funnel through Queen Creek.

. Prison employeesaccount for high usage of vanpoolsin Florence. Expansionstoprisonsare
expected.

. Truck traffic impacts are a concern. There are several quarries in the Northern Pinal area.
Typical destinations are Mesa, Apache Junction and Gold Canyon.

. Casa Grande has 35 thousand units approved. They are trying to maintain a balanced age

cohort distribution. They already have athousand acre master planned community that isor
will be age-restricted.

. Consistent participation by the development community is providing an adequate
transportation system is important.

Funding:

. Planning effort needed for region even if funding has to be phased in ove time.

. Possble funding sources f or the recommended projects should be addressed in the study.
. The Pinal County salestax sunsets in January 2007. An extension will be sought for

futuretransportationimprovements, with any new fundsto be shared with themunicipalities.

General |ssues

As noted above, the local jurisdictions requesting the studies have identified some specific issues
to be addressed. Other possible issues are noted below, in no particular order. The issues to be
addressed in the study will be apart of the consultant proposd and be the subject of consultationin
early stages of the project, and will only be finalized after that consultation is completed.

. Major AccessControlled Facilities: Needsfor added capacity for freeways, expresswaysand
parkways should be addressed in the study.

. Arterial Grid: Needs and issues are to be identified in the course of the sudy. Continuity
of the arterial grid system acrossjurisdictions, “ scalloped” streets, and access control issues
should be addressed.
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Transit: Local bus, express bus, and rail needs and integration with the regional system
should be addressed. Both fixed route and demand responsive (e.g. dial-a-ride) needs should
be considered. Shared right of way use may be considered. Park and ride needs including
access to regional roads should be addressed. Cost-effective aternatives should be
considered.

Goods Movement: Transport within and through the area should be addressed. The need for
any truck routes or policies should be specifically addressed.

Surfacetransportation needs for any airports should be addressed, but the air traffic or other
operationa requirements of the arport itself are not part of the study.

Utility Coordination - Needsand i ssues affecting transportation corridors must be addressed.
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS): Needs and issues for all modes should be
addressed.

Bike and Pedestrian Facilities. Needsand issues, including possibly design criteria, should
be addressed.

AccessControl: Needsand issuesalong major transportation facilitiesneed to be addressed.
Recommendations for access control policies may be made.

Right of Way Protection: The study should address any potential needs for right of way
protection for new or expanded transportation corridors or facilities, including interchanges
and potential transit corridor needs. Earlyacquisition opportunitiesto reducel ongterm costs
should be identified.

Safety: Analyze accident data on specific roadway segments and intersections. Make
recommendationsas appropriate to improve safety on regional transportation facilities.
Economic Factors: As part of a cost-benefit assessment, economic factors should be
addressed. These factors should dso be considered in any recommendations.

Costs: Funds are always limited, so costs should be evaluated. Both capital and operating
and maintenance cods should be considered. Cost-benefit assessments should be prepared
for each altemative set of recommendations for improvements.

Staging: Opportunitiesto stage critical improvementsthat fit into along-term concept and
provide needed flexibility for funding should be addressed.

Land Use: Transportation-related issues should be addressed.

Environmental Issues. Needs and issues satisfying all applicablelocal, state and federa
requirementsshould be addressed. Major visual issuesincluding general landscaping issues
and other aesthetic considerations should be addressed.

Neighborhood Impacts. Protection of neighborhoodsisanimportantissue. Safety, noiseand
aesthetics that may be associated with some major transportation projects should be
considered. Special needs such as elderly mobility should be conddered, e.g. elderly
mobility zones.

Downtown activity centers should be addressed. However, local community identity shoud
bemaintained. Local issuesshould beleft tothelocal jurisdictionsto address, although they
may be commented on where warranted.

Consideration and integrationas appropriateof recommendations or conceptsfrom relevant
regional, area and corridor studies.



WORK TASKS

The project can be brokendown into three phases: (1) review of existing conditionsand trends, and
identification of future transportation demand and issues, (2) develop and evaluate transportation
Improvement or investment options, and (3) select and refine a preferred option for consideration.
Recommended projects withinthe MAG region will beinput intothe MA G RT P process. Agency,
public and other stakeholder consultation is a key consideration and will occur throughout the
project.

Project deliverables include working papers for each major task, draft and final reports, and an
electronicdatabase. Extensive use of geographic information systems (GIS) for mapping of project
findings isrequired. All transportation system and related data, unless specifically excluded in the
contract, that are developed or assembled for this project should be mapped and provided
electronically in agreed standard database or GIS format.

Specific tasks are outlined below.

Task One: Revise Scope of Work

The proposals are expected to include a detailed work planand schedule for the project. However,
changes may still be needed at the start of the project, fdlowing a field tour and kickoff Forum.
Changes may also be needed in the course of the study.

The definition of the study area should be addressed in this task. Note the area for which
transportation modeling will be conducted may be larger than that for which recommendations for
new transportation infrastructure will be made, and may include all of Pinal County. The larger
modeling area helps to increase the accuracy of the analyses for the smaller study area.

The first task is therefore to update the scope of work and adjust the workplans as needed. The
budget for thistask shouldalso allow for addtional changesto the scope or workplan as needed to
be made in the course of the projed.

Task Two: Consultation

The goal of this task is to develop consensus among stakeholders that the study was thorough,
addressed their needs and concerns, providesavisionfor theareaand resultsinaplan of investments
for the areathat can be implemented. For this purpose, a detailed agency, public and stakeholder
consultation plan will be prepared at the start of this project for review and approval by the Project
Manager. The following outlines requirements for that plan.

The agency, public and stakeholder consultation plan will be closely linked with current regional
processes and, as appropriate, local jurisdictional consultation processes. The list of stakeholders
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should include both private and public interests. In addition to general consultation, the plan will
address input needed for specific projed work tasks, such as the Major Isaues Task. After the
consultation plan including the mailing lists have been approved by the Project Manager, the
consultant will implement the plan.

This task will include:

. development of a consultation schedue;

. devel opment of agency, public and stakehol der invol vement techniques, including possibly
surveys, and mailing lists that provide needed input to specific tasks to the project as well
as general feedback, and including means for involving any key stakeholders that may be
limited in their ability to partidpate otherwise;

. event and Forum notification (newsl etters, paid display advertisementsin newspapers, media
coverage, direct mailings, etc);

. Forum and meeting presentation materials, displays and notes; and the

. analysis and reporting of results

Theanalysisand reporting of resultswill consider theinterests of all residents of the region that may
be affected by the study recommendations. The consultation plan will therefore be designed to
inform and obtain representative input from all affected residents.

Extensive use of a state-of-the-art project website to distribute materials such as maps, working
papers, Forum or meeting materials and surveys as wdl as to received feedback is essantial.

Title VI and Environmental Justice popuations should be proactively consulted, without limiting
the consultation or consideration of the remaining population.

Task Three: Regional Plan Coordination

Coordination of thisareastudy with regional planning processesand asappropriate other background
or areastudiesiscritical'. The objectiveof thiscoordinationisprimarily to ensurethat the direction
of this area study remains consistent with that of the regional processes. Two key sub-tasks have
been identified for this coordination dfort: documentation of related studies, plans and programs,
and coordination and collaboration on the regiond processes.

Sub-task 3(a): Document Related Studies, Plans and Programs

Coordination with and recommendation for integration of conceptsor policy recommendationsfrom
other related regional, area, corridor studies and programsisrequired. A key initial step therefore
Inthis coordination processwill be the documentation of existing and ongoing related studies, plans

Background information including scopes of work for related studies may be available an the MAG web page, located at
WWW.mag.maricopa.gov.



-8-

and programs and their key findings or implications for this area study and the regional planning
Processes.

Theidentification and acquisition of all relevant studies, plansand programsfor this project will be
the responsibility of the consultant. These other studiesincludes MAG studies, plansand programs
as well asthose from local or other agencies.

In general, document existing studies, plans and programs and their respective findings or
implicationsfor all modes. Previous, ongoingor planned area, corridor, multimodal, socioeconomic,
and environmental studiesshould beconddered. Indudestudies, plans and programsfor roadway’s,
transit facilities and service, and other modes or related options including bicycle, pedestrian, work
at home, and demand management.

Additi onally, devel op functional roadway classfication, transit service, and alternative modefacility
maps for the existing and planned systems. Aerial photos may be used to augment the maps.

Sub-task 3(b): Regional Transportation Plan Coordination and Collaboration

A detailed coordination plan will be prepared at the start of this project for review and approval by
the Project Manager. The coordination planwill detail the coordination and collaboration activities
withthe current regional planning processes, includingitsbackground areastudies, the devel opment
of the State Transpartation Plan, and local agencies/ plans. The plan will also addressother related
studies, plans and programs identified and reviewed in the documentation sub-task above.

In addition to geneara coordination, the plan will coordinate specific project work tasks such asthe
Major Issues Task with the MAG RTP process. Coordination of the review of input received from
the consultation process is also required. After the coordination plan has been approved by the
Project Manager, the consultant will implement the plan.

A key element of the coordination with the RTP process will be participation by the consultant in
meetings conducted by MAG with its other contractors to assess transportation concepts for
potentially broad or broader application across the region inthe RTP. By collaborating in the area
studies, it is anticipated that the consultants will be able to identify and recommend potential
concepts for broad application across the region.

Task Four: Document Current and Projected Socioeconomic Conditions

Socioeconomic data for the study area should be obtained, reviewed, updated as needed, and
documented and otherwise prepared for later use in study tasks. This should be donefor both the
general populdion as well as the required environmental justice and Title VI populaions.



Sub-task 4(a): General Socioeconomic Data

Current Department of Economic Security (DES) socioeconomic data will be documented.
Additi onally, datafrom the 2000 censuswill be obtained and used to develop acurrent data set, to
the extent feasible.

Alternative growth projections will be developed and contrasted. The projections will be used in
later analyses of future transportation demand. It isimportant that both moderate and high growth
scenarios be explored. The specific years by which the population targetsare reached is secondary
tothegrowth totalsfor the purposes of thisanalysis. The projectionscould be based on andlocation
of specifictotal population and employment targetswithin the study area, or may rely on an estimate
of percentage completion of build out scenarios for the local communities within the area.

At least three separate forecast scenarios may be needed:

(1) moderate growth, which may be based on current plan or trend (which isitself based on
DES county control totals),

(2) aternative higher growth, and

(3) Build Out conditions.
Additional scenariosmay be conddered. For example, consultation with businessand devel opment
interestsmay result in suggestionsfor alternative forecaststo be explored. Sensitivity analysis may
also be conducted.
The selection of projections should consider and allow for the transportation model exercisein the
next task. Consistency and coordination with the development of projectionsfor theMAG RTP may
be needed. Map dl of the datainto an agreed standard GIS formd.

Sub-Task 4(b): Evaluate Environmental Justice and Title VI

Inkeeping with federal and staterequirements, environmental justiceand Title VI named population
groupswithin the study areawill beidentified in thistask for later consideration in this study in the
evaluation of transportation improvement options. Thisconsiderationwill not limit the consultation
or consideration of other populations.

Comparisons of the population in the study area of the named groups, and any other groups as
appropriate, to regional averages will be madeto identify relatively high areas of concentration of
these named populations. Separate Gl S-based maps presenting theresults of the analysisfor each
population group will be prepared.
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Compliance with all applicable federal, state andlocal requirements for this analysis, including to
the extent feasible those contained in draft regul ations currently undergoing public review, will be
demonstrated.

Task Five: Document Current and Projected Transportation Facilities and Conditions.

Document current and future transportation facilities and demand for each mode for each of the
growth scenarios (except build out) defined in the previous task. Develop and implement a data
collection plan, such as roadway counts and turning movements, if needed to support the modeling
activities for this study.

Modeling for the study will be conducted by MAG staff. However, all model preparation needed
for the study including socioeconomic data, trip generation files and coding of build networks will
be devel oped by the consultant and subject to approval by MAG staff.

One forecast scenario should be based on the existing Long Range Transportation Plans, and not
include new projects to be identified in later tasks in this study. Build scenarios that include new
projects identified in the course of this study will be specified in later tasks.

Document existing and expected deficiencies existing and planned road, transit and other modal
transportation systems. Needs may include joint use or joint development opportunities for
transportation system investments.

The review of deficiencies should including level of service, roadway capacity, transit service,
intermodal linkages, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, established design standards, and safety. For
thelatter, review and analyze accident datato identify potential sefety issuesto be addressedin later
stages of the study.

Key data subject to approval by the Project Manager shoul d be mapped i n an agreed standard GIS
format.

Task Six: Identify Major Transportation Issues

Major transportation issues for the study areawill be identified and prioritized for the purposes of
this study in thistask. In the next task, options for transportation investments will be developed to
address the issues identified and ranked in this task.

Thistask will build upon the reviews and socioeconomic and transportation projections devel oped
in previous tasks, feedback received, and the technical input of the consultants. Public, agency and
stakeholder consultation will be a key element of thistask. Interviews or surveys with key agency
officials and staff will be conducted prior to an agency and stakeholder workshop to be held to
review the draft Major 1ssues working paper to be prepared for this task.
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The consideration of therelative priority of theissueswithin thestudy areashould also consider the
appropriate time-frames for solutions. Opportunities for staged or phased construction of
recommended options therefore need to be considered, in order to better position any proposed
projects to compete for available funding. The issues therefore should be categorized as near (for
the five-year program), mid- (to fifteen years) or long-term (up to twenty years, or more).

Specific evaluation criteria or performance measures may al so be recommended for application in
the next project task in which alternatives for transportation improvements for roads, transit and
alternative modes will be developed and evaluated. These criteria would supplement any other
criteriathat would be specified in that task.

Task Seven: Develop and Evaluate Options

Develop and evaluate options for roadway, transit and alternative mode investments, with the goal
of reaching a consensus and selecting preferred near and long term improvement concepts for the
area. The options will include a no-build alternative as well as several buld alternatives (no less
than three) that address the issues identified in the previous phase of the study.

The evaluation and prioritization of projects comprising each improvement option should be
conducted using standard criteriathat, for projectswithintheM A G region, are consistent with those
established or reasonably expected to be considered for the RTP. The choice and application
(weighting and/or sequencing) of the criteria are subject to review and approval by the Project
Manager before being applied in any evduati ons of opti ons for thisstudy.

The options may be evduated first based on key criteria, to establish general feasibility. These
wouldfocuson potential fatal flaw issues, and may include costs, acceptabilityto local jurisdictions,
environmental issues, previous decisions and commitments, right-of-way needs, and other ariteria
or performance standards as agreed. Options with high feasibility will be short-listed for further
consideration. Modeling may or may not be needed for thisinitial review.

The short-listed options will then be evaluated in detail. Thecriteriamay include those from the
initial evaluation, refined as needed, aswell as. demand, level of service, cost (refined estimatesfor
capital, operation, and maintenance costs), cost-effectiveness, economic factors and quality of life,
environmental impacts, community impacts, modal choices, service to the under served, feedback
received in consultation, safety, and consistency with regional plans. All short-listed options will
be modeled. All applicable local, state and federal requirements should be met in this study,
requiring that thefederal andrelated environmental justiceand Title VI requirementsbekey criteria.

The options are expected to consist of a mix of roadway, transit and other alternative mode
investments. Each option will addressthe freeway system,; arterial networks; transit facilities, area
of coverage and service levels; and bicyde and pedestrian facility networks. Key issues such as
access control (including frequency of signalized intersections) and noise mitigation may aso be
addressed. Other relatedissues, such asneighborhood traffic control, pedestrian friendly design and
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parking controls/restrictions, and special population needs such as elderly mobility may also be
discussed for each option but are not a focus of this study. Coordination with regional and local
transportation and related plans, including altemative mode plans, is essential.

The roadway options should consider:

Freeway, arterial or other roadway capacity needs, including new capacity, connectivity, and
arterid grid continuity.

Intersection needs

Access control

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Applications, including synchronized signalization.
Goods Movement

Intermodal connections

Major Drainage Requirements

Visual Impacts - Landscaping, Aesthetics, Scenic Corridors

Right of Way Needs - Potential cost savings through early acquisition. Right of way
protection isimportant for road and transit corridors, including traffic interchanges.

The transit options should consider:

Fixed-guideway transit

Right of Way Needs. Potential cost savings through early acquisition.

Express bus service

Local bus service (mgjor routes)

I'TS applications

Intermodal links, including transit centers and park and ride lots. Integration with the
regional system.

Other cost-effective aternaives, such as voudhers for taxis.

The other alternative mode options should consider:

Pedestrian

Bike and roller-blade

L ocalized issues, such as golf cart access.

Multimodal aspectsof road and trarsit facilities.

Right of Way Needs. Potential cost savings through early acquisition.
Telecommuting, including telework centers

Potential ITS applications

Ingeneral, extensive use of graphicspresenting the optionsisexpected. Roadway cross-sectionswill
be needed. Additionally, schematics or maps will aso be needed for public presentation purposes
that show key features of the options, such as alignment and number / length of lanes for new or
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improved roadway facilities, or alignmentsfor new transit facilities. Theresults of the evaluations
should be summarized in an matrix.

The evaluation will result in the selection of arecommended or preferred option for the area. The
recommended option may be one of the options considered or a combination of options. The
recommended option will be modeled and costs estimated. Staging or phasing of the design, right
of way acquidtionand construction of proposed transportation improvement projectsor investments
should be addressed in detail. The benefits of the recommended or preferred option will be
summarized.

The regional context for the proposed improvements or set of improvements should also be
addressed, specifically noting where any improvements would require changesto the regional plan
or its policies or priarities. The gods and policies developed in this task should reflect these
considerations.

Task Eight: Detailed Recommendations

Develop a detailed list of study area or sub-regiona priorities for multimodal transportation
investments, which, for the MAGregion, will bereviewed and evaluated as part of the RTP process.
Refine the staging or phasing of implementation of improvements or investments, and develop
corresponding cost estimates. A table showing therecommended proj ect phases, costsand priorities,
along with suggested funding responsibilities (local, county, regional, and state), will be devel oped.

The recommended improvements will be overlaid on aerial photographs. The design will include
proposed facility additions or other improvements, transit facility and service additions or other
improvements, major drainagefacilities, areas of right-of-way acquisition, access control measures,
bicycle/pedestrian facilities, and other key features as specified in the course of the study.

Develop asummary document to be widely distributed that makes use of high quality graphicsand
mapsto present the study processincluding consultation, alternatives considered, recommendations
and underlying basesfor the recommendations, costs and project priorities and next stepsincluding
input for the MAG region into the RTP process.

Update the evaluation data for the recommended projects as needed for the regional planning
processes. To the extent feasible, for MAG region projects, collect and prepare as needed any
additional data known to be needed for the RTP. Include these data in the project database and
transmit them to the MAG RTP project and respond to any initial inquiries on the data and
methodol ogies from the RTP project.

Task Nine: Prepare Final Report

From the working papers prepared for each task, thefinal report will bedeveloped. Thefinal report
will not be asimple compilation of working papers, but will be edited as needed for quality control,
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requested revisions, and consistency in presentation, content, detail, graphics, writing style and
general readability.

Each working paper and the final report shoud have an executive summary that is reasonably
comprehensive and written for a general audience. The draft final report will undergo the review
process specified below beforeofficial agency approvd.

DELIVERABLES:

A working paper will be prepared for each task. Each working paper will undergo areview process
and be approved by the Project Manager before beingincorporated inwhole or in part in the fina
report. Thereview or approval processis specified below. The processwill include feedback from
consultation at Forums as well as staff review.

Electronicand paper copiesarerequired of al deliverables. Electronic formatsrequiredareoriginal
format (Corel or Microsoft Office document, standard database or GIS format, or other format as
agreed), as well as Adobe Acrobat Portable Document Format (PDF) files. All documents should
be suitable for wide distribution. All data, unless specifically excluded in the contract, developed
or assembled for this project should be mapped and provided electronically in agreed standard
database or GIS format.

A major project ddiverable will be an area transpartation database that contains transportation-
related information devel oped for this project aswell asregional data, such asdata on regional land
use, freeways, arterial network, and transit sevices. The database will be adeliverablefor later use
with regional GIS applications, and should be designed to be compatible for thispurpose. Ideally,
anew GIS database and applicaion will be developed by this prgect.

Potential e ementsof thedat abaseinclude, for current and futureyears: aerial photos, transit facilities
and service levels, roadway number of lanes, average daily traffic, costs (separately for capital,
operating, maintenance, and further subcategories, calculated using other data maintained in the
database such as pavement and structure conditions), bridges and other major structures, signalized
intersections, socioeconomic and land use data, right of way, adjacent land ownership, roadway or
facility ownership, I TSimplementation, drainage, environmental data, accidents, transit servicesand
ridership, bikeways and trails, pedestrian level of service, intermodal faciliti es, goods movement
facilities including terminals and other common destinations, progranmmed and planned
improvements, and other data to be established in the course of the study.

The project website to be used for distributing project information and receiving commentswill be
adeliverable. MAG may host thewebsite or belinked to one estallished by theproject. All external
linkswill be subject to approval by the Project Manager before being implemented. All dectronic
filesincluding computer code devel oped for this project or used for the webstewill beadeliverable
to MAG.
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Written Deliverables by Task:

1 TASK ONE: Revised Scope of Work

2. TASK TWO: Consultation Plan. Presentation materials, minutes/notes, project website.

3. TASK THREE:
@ Working Paper #1 - Related Studies and Plans
(b) Coordination Plan. Presentation Materials, minutes/notes

4. TASK FOUR: Working paper # 2 - Current and Projected Socioeconomic Conditions

5. TASK FIVE: Working paper # 3 - Current and Projected Transportation Facilities and
Conditions

6. TASK SIX: Working paper # 4 - Major Transportation |ssues

7. TASK SEVEN: Working paper # 5 - Identification and Evaluation of Options

8. TASK EIGHT: Working paper # 6 - Detailed Recommendations

9. TASK NINE: Working paper # 7 - Final report with executive summary. (100 Executive
Summaries, 50 final reports, and 200 copies of the CD-ROM(s) containing the report and
other project materials such asthe GIS data andfiles, and the prgect website, witha easy to
navigate table of contents page that provides direct links to key sections of project
documents).

REVIEW PROCESS:

Each draft working paper, report or other deliverable will be delivered for initial review. Oncethe
initial draft hasbeen revised tothe satisfaction of the Project Manager, it will be presented for review
at a Project Forum and other public meetings. A second revised draft will be delivered after
considering feedback obtained at the Forum and other public meetings.

Quality control and timeliness are key requirements in limiting the amount of review time and
number of revisions needed. Draftsdelivered late or with significant quality control problemsmay
result in the cancellation of planned Forums or meetings, at the expenseof the consultant.
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PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

PROJECT COST AND SCHEDULE

The notice to proceed is anticipated to be in October 2001. A complete draft of this project report
shall be submitted no later than nine months after the date of the notice to proceed and should be
completed at the earliest opportunity for input to the MAG RTP. The total cost of this project
including profit and all applicable fees, expenses and taxes is not to exceed $300,000.

PROPOSAL DELIVERY

1.

Ten(10) bound copies of the proposal plus one print-ready copy suitable for photocopying
must be submitted by 1:30 p.m. (MST) on Monday, August 6, 2001 to:

ChrisVoigt, Senior Engineer
Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North 1% Avenue, Third Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Timely receipt of proposalswill be determined by the date and time the proposal isreceived
at the above address. Hand delivery istherefore encouraged. No facsimile or electronic
submissions will be accepted.

All material submittedinresponseto thissolicitation becomesthe property of MAGand will
not be returned.

The Proposals will be opened publicly and the name of each proposer will be read at 2:00
p.m. (MST) on Monday, August 6, 2001 at theM A G Offices, Suite200, Ocotillo Room, 302
North 1% Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85003.

Any questions regarding this Request for Proposal's should be directed to the MAG Project
Manager, ChrisVoigt, at MAG, 302 North 1% Avenue, Suite 300, Phoenix, Arizona 85003.
The Project Manager may be contacted by telephone, at (602) 254-6300; by fax, at
(602) 254-6490; or by email, at cvoigt@mag.maricopagov. Additional information
regarding MAG activities, induding Committee meeting schedules, may be found on the
MAG web site (http://www.mag.maricopa.gov).

A pre-proposal conference has been scheduled for 1:30 p.m. Phoenix time on Friday,
July 13, 2001 at the MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room, 302 North 1% Avenue, Phoenix,
Arizona.
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PROPOSAL CONTENT

It isrequired that the proposal:

1

Be limited to a maximum length of fifty (50) pages, including cover letter, résumés, and
appendices.

Be prefaced by a brief statement describing the proposer's organization and outlining its
approach to completing the work required by this solicitation. This statement should
illustrate the proposer's overall understanding of the project. It should aso note any
exceptions to the scope of work as defined by this RFP; in theabsence of any such specific
exceptions noted in the proposal, the deliverables for the project shall be at a minimum all
of those specified in this RFP plus any additional deliverables specified in the proposal.

Contain awork plan that concisely explains how the consultant will carry out the objectives
of theproject. Inthework plan, the proposer should describe each project task and proposed
approach to the task as clearly and thoroughly as possible. The approach for handling
contingencies including controlling costs should also be noted.

Include a preliminary schedule for the project in bar-chart format. Indicate all work plan
tasks and their durations.

Contain a staffing plan for the project. The plan should include the following in table
format:

a A project organization chart, identifying the consultant project manager.

b. Names of key project team members and/or sub-consultants. Only those personnel
who will be working directly on the project should be cited.

C. The role and responsibility of each team member.

d. Person-hours spent by each team member and by support personnd on each task
identified in the work plan, includingatotal for professional hours.

e. Hourly rate for each team member and total cost attributable to each staff member
and task.

f. Percent effort (time) of each team member for the contract period.

g. Therole and level of MAG technical staff support, if any support is required.
h. A labor cost allocation budget, formatted as presented in the attachment.

Include résumés for major staff members assigned to the prgect. These résumés should
focus on their expeience in this type of project.

Include proposer's recent experience (last five years) in performing work similar to that
anticipated herein. T his descri ption shal | include the followi ng:

a Date of project.
b. Name and address of client organization.
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C. Name and tel ephone number of individual in the client organization who isfamiliar

with the project.

d. Therole played by your firm in the project (Iead or subcontractor?).

e Short description of project, the part of the project for which your company was
responsible, and the percentage of the total project that work constituted.

f. Thenamesof the primary staff memberswho worked on the project and whether they

are till affiliated with your firm.

Note additional requirements are specified in the section entitled “Regulatory Requirements”
and in the appendices.

PROPOSAL EVALUATION AND SELECTION PROCESS

1 All proposals will be evaluated by MAG staff and an evaluation group, with the find
recommendation to the MAG Regional Council for award of the contract to be made by the
MAG Executive Director. Evaluation criteriainclude, but are not limited to:

a Well-defined work plan consistent with program objectives.

b. Clarity of proposal, realistic approach, technical soundness, and enhancements to
elements outlined in this Request for Proposals.

C. Education and relevant experience of personnel in similar studies. Only those
personnel assigned to work directly on the project should be cited.

d. Proven track record inthis area of study. Proposers should identify the principal
peoplewho worked on past projects and theamount of timethey devoted to thework
effort.

e Availability of key personnel throughout the project effort. Adequate resources to
handle a project of this scope.

f. Ability and commitment to complete the project within the specified time period,
meet all deadlines for submitting associated work products, and ensure quality
control.

0. Recognition of work prioritiesand flexibility to deal with change and contingencies.

h. Cost and cost-effectiveness

2. Following areview of the proposals, sel ected firms submitting proposal smay beinterviewed
prior to the selection of a consultant. If interviews are considered necessary, they will be
conducted on August 17, 2001 at Suite 200, MAG Office, 302 North 1* Avenue, Phoenix,
Arizona 85003. The firms selected for interviewswill be contacted one week prior to the
date of the interview, and MAG requires tha the consultant project manager participate in
the interview.

3. The maximum estimated time required to complete the draft report for this project is nine
months.
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REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS
An audit examination of the CONSULTANT'S records may be required.

During the courseof the project, amonthly progress report must be submitted withinten (10)
working days after the end of each month until the final report is submitted. Each report
should include a comprehensive narrative of the activities performed during the month, an
estimated percent complete for each project task, monthly and cumulative costs by task,
activities of and paymentsto subcontractors, a discussion of any notalleissues or problems
being addressed, and a discussion of anticipated activities for the next month.

Each firm submi tting a proposal isrequired to certify that it will complywith, inall respeds,
therules of professional conduct set forth in A.C.R.R. R4-30-301 (see Appendix B), which
isthe official compilation of Administrative Rules and Regulationsfor the State of Arizona.

Each firm must document within its proposal any potential conflias of interest. A conflict
of interest shall be cause for disqualifying a CONSULTANT fram consideration or
terminating a contract if the conflict should occur after the contract is made. A potential
conflict of interest includes, but isnot limited to:

a Accepting an assignment where duty to the client would conflict with the
CONSULTANT’S personal interest, or interest of another client.

b. Performing work for aclient or having aninterest, which conflictswith thiscontract.
C. Employing personnel, who worked for MAG or one of its member agencies within
the past three years.

MAG will bethe find determining body as to whether a conflict of interest exists.
Thefirmthat isselected will berequired to comply with TitlesVI and V11 of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964. The contractor will comply with Executive Orde 11246, entitled Equal
Employment Opportunity, as amended by Executive Order 11375 and as supplementedin
Department of Labor Regulations (41 CFR Part 60). The contractor will also be required to
comply with dl applicable laws and regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation.
The Maricopa Association of Governments reserves the right to:

a Cancel this solicitation.

b. Reject any and all proposals and re-advertise.

C. Select the proposd that, in its judgement, will best meet its needs.
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d. Negotiate a contract that covers selected parts of a proposal, or a contract tha will
be interrupted for a period or terminated for lack of funds.

The Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements in the Code of Fedeal
Regulations Title 49, Part 26 will applyto this Contract. Seethe Appendix C,“MAG'sKey
DBE Regulatory Requirements’. A complete copy of MAG’sDBE programisavailable on
request.

The DBE goal for this contractis 11 percent, and the DBE must be certified by the Arizona
Department of Transportation or the City of Phoenix prior to award of a contrad. It is
important to emphasize that the process for obtaining certification by one of these two
agenciesmay take 60 daysor more. List of acceptable DBE’ s can be obtained by calling the
City of Phoenix at 602-262-6790 or the Arizona Department of Transportation at 602-255-
7761. The consultant will report monthly regarding the utilization of DBE’s.

The consultant recommended for the project is required to provide a written statement
documenting good faith efforts to meet the godl, if it has not been met. Examples of good
faith efforts are found an Appendix A of Part 26 in Title 49 of the Code of Federa
Regulations.

If the successful consultant fails to meet the requirements noted above, MAG will provide
the consultant an opportunity for administrativereconsideration prior to awarding acontract.
Based on evidence submitted, throughthe MAG DBE Liaison Officer (MAGDBELO) tothe
MAG Assistant Director, a written determination will be made as to whether or not the
proposer met the goal (or made an adequate good faith effort to meet the goal).

MAG will asoincludeinprime contractswith DBE goal, aprovision stating that contractors
shall not terminate a subcontractor for convenience and then perform the work of the
terminated contractor with its own forces, or that of an affiliate without the prior written
consent of the MAG DBELO. Where aPrime Contractor doesterminate a subcontractor, or
when a subcontractor failsto completeitswork for any reason, the Prime Contractor will be
required to make good faith efforts to find another DBE subcontractor to substitute for the
original DBE.

The CONSULTANT sdected to underteke the project will be required to have appropriate
insurance coverage, including: commercial liability, automobile liability, workmen's
compensation, property, and professond liability.



APPENDIX A

SAMPLE LABOR COST ALLOCATION BUDGET FORMAT
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COSTSAND HOURS BY TASK

CONSULTANTS

Direct 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total Total Cost
Person Labor Hours

Hourly Rae
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $00.00
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $00.00
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $00.00
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $00.00
Total Hours 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $00.00
Total Cost $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Hours Inception to Date 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES EXPENSES BY TASK
Description 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total Cost
Postage $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Photocopy/Printing $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Travel $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Telephone $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Miscellaneous $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Aeria Photos $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Total Reimbursable Expenses $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SUBCONTRACTORS HOURS BY TASK

Hourly Rae 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total Total Cost
Person Hours
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $0.00
(NAME) $0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $0.00
Total Hours 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 $0.00
Total Cost $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Hours Inception to Date 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
GRAND TOTAL TOTAL COSTSBY TASK
Description 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total
Consultant Cost $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Consultant Overhead@ 1.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Reimbursable Expenses $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Subcontractors $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Sub-Total $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Fee@ 0.10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
GRAND TOTAL $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
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APPENDIX B

ARIZONA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE R4-30-301



CH. 30
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BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION R4-30-301

ARTICLE 3. REGULATORY PROVISION

R4-30-301. Rules of professional conduct:

A. All registrants shdl comply subgantially with the following standards of professional
conduct:

1.

A registrant shall not submit any materially false statements or fdl to disclose any
material facts requested in connection with his application for certification.

A registrant shdl not engage in fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or conceal ment of
material facts in advertisng, soliciting, or providing professional services to
members of the public.

A registrant shall not knowingly sign, stamp, or seal any plans, drawings, blueprints,
land surveys, reports, specifications, or other documents not prepared by the
registrant or his bona fide employee.

A registrant shdl not knowingly commit bribery of a public servant as proscribed in
A.R.S. 13-2602, or knowingly commit commercial bribery as proscribed in A.R.S.
13-2605, or violate any Federd statute concerning bribery.

A regi srant shall comply with all Federd, State, and loca building, fire, safety, real
estate, and mining codes, and any other laws, codes, ordinances, or regulations
pertaining to the registrant's professional practice.

A registrant shall not violate any State or Federal crimind statute involving fraud,
mi srepresentation, embezzlement, theft, forgery, or breach of fiduciary duty, where
the violation is related to the registrant's professional practice.

A registrant shall apply thetechnical knowledge andskill which would be applied by
other qualified registrantswho practicethe same profession; acontemporary "Manual
of Surveying Instructions' issued by the Bureau of Land Management, United States
Department of Interior and in effect prior to May 23, 1983to the extent appliceble
to that professional engagement.

A registrant shdl not accept an assignment where the duty to a client or the public
would conflict with the registrant's personal interest or theinterest of another client
without full disclosure of all material facts of the conflict to each person who might
be related to or affected by the project or engagement in question.
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9. A registrant shall not accept compensation for servicesrelated to the same project or
professional engagement for more than one party without making full disclosure to
all such parties and obtaining the express written consent of all parties involved.

10. Except as provided in Paragraph 11 of this rule, a registrant shall not accept any
professional engagement or assignment outside his professiond registration unless:

a Heisqualified by education, technical knowledge, or experienceto perform
such work, and

b. Such work isboth necessary and incidental to the work of his profession on
that specific engagement or assignment.

A registered professional engineer may accept professional engagements or
assignments in branches of engineering other than that branch in which he has
demonstrated proficiency by registration, but only if he has the education, technical
knowledge, or experience to perform such engagements or assignments.

11. Except asotherwise provided by law, code, ordinance, or regul ation, aregistrant may
act as the prime professional for a given project and select collaborating
professionals, however, theregistrant shall perform only those professional services
for which heis qualified by registration to perform and shall seal and sign only the
work prepared by him or by his bona fide employee working under his direct
supervision.

12. A registrant shall make full discl osureto al parties concerning:

a Any transaction involving paymentsto any personfor the purposeof securing
a contract, assignment, or engagement, except for actual and substantial
technical assistance in preparing the proposal; or

b. Any monetary, financial, or bendicial interest the registrant may hold in a
contracting firm or other entity providing goods or services, other than the
registrant'sprofessional services, to aprojed or engagement.

13. A registrant shall not solicit, receive, or accept compensation from material,
equipment, or other product or services suppliers for specifying or endorsing their
products, goods, or services to any client or other person without full written
disclosure to all paties.

8/31/83 Supp. 83-4
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APPENDIX C

MAG’S KEY DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE)
PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSULTANT CONTRACTS
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MAG’S KEY DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE) PROGRAM
REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSULTANT CONTRACTS

The Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements in the Code of Federal
Regulations Title 49, Part 26 will apply to this contract. A complete copy of MAG's DBE
Program is available by request to Rebecca Kimbrough, DBE Liaison Officer, at 602/254-6300.

The Consultant will agree to ensure that DBES, as defined in 49 CFR 26, have the maximum
opportunity to participate in the performanceof contracts and subcontracts financed in whole orin
part with Federal funds provided under this agreement.

DBE Participation Goal and Reporting:

The DBE participation goal for this contract is 11% of the contract award. DBEs used for this
contract must be certified by the Arizona Department of Transportation or the City of Phoenix prior
to the award of the contract. A list of Certified DBE organizationsis available at the Civil Rights
Office of the Arizona Department of Transportation or the City of Phoenix.

The Consultant will be required to report monthly on: (1) the utilization of any subcontractors, and
(2) any payments made to subcontractors (DBEs and non-DBES).

Requirement for Proposal:

All firmsproposing on thisproject will be required to include acompleted “ Proposer’ s Registration
Form” (SeeAppendix D) withtheir proposal. Inaddition, acompleted Proposer’ sRegistration Form
must be included with the proposal for any subcontractors used on this project.

General Requirements for Proposals and Contract:
All proposers will be required to indude the following information in their proposal and contract:

a A clear and concise description of the work that each DBE will perform

b. The dollar amount of the participation of each DBE firm participating

C. Written documentation of the proposer’s commitment to use a DBE subcontrador(s)
whose participation it submits to meet a contract goal

d. If the contract goal is not met, evidence of good faith efforts to meet the goal

Contractor and Subcontractor Assurance:
MAG will incorporate into each contrect it signs with a Prime Contractor, and require in each
subcontract (that a Prime Contractor signs with a Subcontractor), the following assurance:

“The Contractor, Subrecipient or Subcontractor shall not discriminae on the basi sof race,
color, national origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. The contractor shall
carry out applicable requirements of 49 CFR 26 in the award and administration of
USDOT-assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to carry out theserequirementsis
amaterial breach of this contract, which may result in the termination of this contract or
such other remedy as MAG deems appropriate.”
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Prompt Payment Provision:

“The Prime Contractor will pay Subcontractors for satisfactory performance of contracts no later
than fourteen (14) calendar days from the date that the Prime Contractor receives payment from
MAG. ThePrime Contractor will also return retai nage paymentsto the Subcontractor withinfourteen
(14) calendar days from the date of satisfactory completion of work.”

Prime Contractors must:

Provide the Subcontractor with the name, address and phone number of the person to whom
al invoices/billings and statements mug be sent.

Pay Subcontractorsand supplierswithinfourteen (14) daysof receipt of payment fromMAG.
Stipulate the reason(s) in writing to the Subcontractor or supplier and to MAG for not
abiding by the prompt payment provision. Possible reasonsinclude:

Failure to provide al required documentation

Unsatisfactory job performance

Disputed work

Failure to comply with other material provisions of the contract

Third-party claims filed or reasonable evidence that adaim will be filed
Reasonabl eevidencethat the contract cannot be compl eted for theunpai d balance of
the contract sum or a reasonable amount for retainage.

SurwbdE

Subcontractors must:

Submit invoices or billing statements to the Prime Contractor’ s designated contact person
in an appropriate format and in a timely manner. The format and the timing of billing
statements must be specified in the contract(s) between the Prime Contractor and the
Subcontractor(s).

Notify MAG in writing of any potential violation of the prompt payment provision.

MAG will implement appropriate mechanisms to ensure compliance with the requirements of
all program participants. The mechanisms MAG may use include, but are not limited to:

1.

3.
4.

MAG will notify Subcontractors (DBE and Non-DBEs) of the Prime Contractor’s
responsibility for prompt payment and encourage Subcontractorsto notify MAG in writing
with any posdble violations to the prompt payment mechanism.

Withholding payment from Prime Contractorswho do not comply with the prompt payment
provision noted above, where it has been determined by the MAG DBELO that delay of
payment to the Subcontractor is not justified.

Stopping work on the contract until compliance issues are resolved.

Terminating the contract.

MAG will verify that the work committed to DBEs, at the time of the contract award, is
actually performed by DBEs. Thiswill be accomplished by:

1

Requiring Prime Contractors to report Subcontractor(s) (DBE and Non-DBESs) work
performed in each monthly progress report along with an indication of the number of hours
worked, any costs incurred and the amounts paid to the DBE(S).

Ensuring that DBE participation is credited toward the overall goal or contract goal(s) only
when payments are actually made to DBE firms.
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APPENDIX D

PROPOSER’S REGISTRATION FORM
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PROPOSER’S REGISTRATION FORM

All firmsproposing as prime contractorsor subcontractorson Mari copaA ssoci ation of Governments
(MAG) projects must beregistered. Please complete this form and return itwith your proposal.

If you have any questions about this registration form, please call (602) 254-6300. A listing of all
proposer’ s for this project will be available on the business day following the submittal deadline.

1 GENERAL INFORMATION:

Name of Firm:

Street Address;
City, State, ZIP

Mailing Address
City, State, ZIP

Telephone Number:

Fax Number:

E-mail address:

Web address:

Y ear firm was established:

Check d | that apply:

Isthis firm a prime consultant?

Is this firm a sub-consultant? |dentify speciality:
Isthisfirm a certified DBE? If 30, by whom?

2. FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Firm’s annual gross receipts (average of lag 3 years):
<$300,000

$300,000 - $599,999

$600,000 - $999,999

$1,000,000 - $4,999,999
>$5,000,000

Informationwill bemaintained as confidential to theextent allowed by federal and statelaw.

The undersigned swears that the above information is correct. Any materia
misrepresentation may be groundsfor terminating any contract which may be awarded and
initiating action under federal and state laws concerning fal se statements.

Name, Title Date



